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"Would payment of premiums for insurance
on the courthouse de & proper oharge against
this fund?*

In this opinion we are not'nttempting to pass

upon or ss% out all the expsnsss that may properly dbe

paid from the permapent improvement fund or those ex-
penses whioh ocannot bYe paid from suoch fund. We are only
answering your specific question contuined in your in-
quiry. However, in oompliance with your request we are
enclosing copies of our opinions Noa., 0-1647, 0-~1069,
0=-1082, 0-93, 0-37, 0-1810 and 0-82¢, regarding expenses

which may or mey not be properly peid from the permanent
improvement fund,

If the enclosed oopiles of the above wentioned
opinions and this opinion dc not answer &ny speoific
qQuestions you have 4in mind, we will be glad to render

an opinion on eny specifiec question you desirs to direct
to this department,

Section 9 of Article 8 of the Texas Constitution
reads as follows:

"The State tax on property, exclusive of
the tax neoesssary to pay the public debt, and
of the taxes provided for the benefit of the
Publio free schools, ashall iever exceed thirty-
five cents on the one hunired dollsrs valua-
tion} and no eounty, city or town shell levy
more than twenty-five cents for eity or county
purposes, and not exceeding fifteen cents for
roads and bridges, and not exceelding rifteen
sents to pay jurors, on the one hundred dole-
lars valuation, except for the payment of debts
inocurred prior to the edoption of the amendmert
Septenber 25th, 1883; and for the ereotion of
public dulldings, streets, sewers, water works
and other permanent improvements, not to exceed
twenty~-rive cents on the one hundred dollars
valuation, in any one year, and axoepit as ls
in this Constitutlion otherwise provided; sand
the legisleture may also authorize an addition-
a) annusl ad valorem tax to be levied and ool-
lected for the further malintenanoce of the pubdliec
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roads] provided, that a majority of the quali-
fied property tax-paying voters of the sounty
voting at an election to de held for that pure
pose shall vote such tax, no% to exceed fif-
teen cents on the one hundred &ollars valuation

- of the property sudbjeot to texation in sueh
county. And the lsgislature may pass local
laws for the maintsnance of the pudlie roads
and highun{c, without the local notiee required
for specisl or local laws,.®

The adove quoted provision of the Constitution
presoribed the maximum rate of taxes for general purposes,
for roads and bridges, for jJjurors, and for permanent im-
provenesnts, respectively, The monies acaruing from taxes
levied and ocollected for each of the enumerated purpcaes
are oconstitutional funds; and the comnisaioners' ocourt has
no power or authority to transfer xonsy frox one fund to
ancther or to expend for ones purposs tax money raised 08~
tensibly for ancther purpose.

The immediate purpose of the above rentioned
rrovision of the Constitetion i3 to limit the amount of
taxes that may bds rajised for these saveral purpcoses, re-
epectively; dbut it is alsc intended to inhibit excessive
expenditures for any such purpose, and to require that
any and all monies raised by taxation for a particular
purpose shall be applied to that purpose and to no other.
Ault vs, Hale County, 116 8W 359§ Eenderscn County vs,
Burke, 282 B¥F 94¢.

The cass of Carroll vs., Williame, 202 8¥ 504,
holds, among other things, that the Ccanstitutlon eonten~-
plates that, ss & matter of common honesty and fair deale
inf, tax money taken from the psople ostensidly for one
purpose shall be expended for that purpose slone, as well
a8 the tax rate, for that particuler cless, shall not ex~
ceed the presoribed maximum,

In view of the fbregoing authorities, you are
respectfully advised that it 1s the opinion of this de~-
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partnent that the paysent of preziums for insurance on
the courthouse cannot be legally pald from the Permanent
Improvement Yund. The payment ef prexiums for insurance
on & courthouse would de an expenditurs for a genersl
purpose of the gounty and, therefore, such expenditure
should bde paid out of the Ceners) Fund.

Trusting that the foregoing fully answers your
iaquiry, we romain

Yours very truly
ATTORNEY GENERAL CF TEXAS

By 652“£h£u1‘bx;égh;¢4nvu-

Ardell ¥illiams
Assistant
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